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This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV addressed, albeit indirectly, in the recent work of Maarten Hoenen, whose studies of the abbreviatio literature is giving these commentaries the proper attention that they deserve within the development of medieval thought. 3 The best guide to interpreting Henry's abbreviatio is to place it within the historical and textual tradition within which it was produced. Thus, the present paper will fĳirst consider Henry within the context of the University of Cologne, summarizing both the institutional context within which Henry worked and the other works he wrote while at Cologne. Secondly, it will briefly examine the textual tradition of Henry's Conclusiones as found in the manuscript and incunabula tradition. Thirdly, it will consider the methodology of the Conclusiones, looking at what Henry chose to treat in his summaries of the Lombard and what information this gives the historian regarding both the intent of the work and its theological content. The argument of this chapter is that Gorkum's Conclusiones belong to the modus expositionis tradition of textual analysis, which was common to the realist masters (antiqui) working in Cologne at the beginning of the fĳifteenth century, and as such was developed as a pedagogical tool for students studying the Lombard's Sentences.
2
Henry of Gorkum and Cologne
2.1
Cologne and the Bursae Henry of Gorkum was a Thomist who has the distinction of being one of the fĳirst theologians to write a commentary (or summary) of Thomas Aquinas's Summa theologiae. He was influential in the fĳifteenth-century Thomistic renaissance that had its beginnings in the late fourteenth century and exerted such a signifĳicant influence on the German universities. The origins of this This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV movement are perhaps traced back to Paris, as many of the antiqui at Cologne and other European universities were originally trained there.4 For example, Henry of Gorkum (Thomist) and Heymericus de Campo (Albertist) both studied at Paris around the turn of the century. Another example is the Thomist John Capreolus ( † 1444), who began his studies as a baccalarius Sententiarum at Paris in 1407, becoming a master in theology there in 1411 and subsequently teaching in Dominican houses in Toulouse and Rodez. Astrik Gabriel argues that several students of Johannes Wenck ( † 1460)-including Conradus from Franken, Johannes Leivolfĳingher from Schafffenhausen, Nicholaus from Rospacha, and Ludovicos Rorich from Hesse-were responsible for spreading "realist" philosophical positions throughout Germany.5 Wenck, an Albertist, remained in Paris until around 1418, when he left for Heidelberg. He also wrote a Thomistic commentary on the Sentences and was influential in spreading "realist" philosophy to Heidelberg.6 It is within this broader interest in the writings of Thomas Aquinas and Albert the Great that Gorkum composed his theological works. Gorkum left Paris and arrived in Cologne in 1419. The University of Cologne, founded in 1388, was influenced by the via moderna in the late fourteenth century, but with Gorkum's arrival it began to be influenced by the via antiqua, and particularly Gorkum's brand of Thomism.7 The debates between the various viae or philosophical schools in the fĳif-teenth century-debates that are generally referred to as the Wegestreit-had 4 Soon after his arrival in Cologne Gorkum founded a bursa, which was later called the bursa montana.12 The bursae of the German universities in the early fĳifteenth century are therefore important to understanding the academic context within which Henry's Conclusiones were composed. The bursae were founded by an individual person and remained independent administratively from the university and city. But the bursae were the places where the students lived; eating and lodging together, they developed over time a sense of a familia magistri.13 Consequently, the individual bursae began to exert considerable influence on the structure of the university and were increasingly the places not only where students lived and ate but also took their courses.14 While the bursa montana was the oldest bursa in Cologne, by the mid-fĳifteenth century there were four central bursae (two Thomist and two Albertist ones).15
The two Thomist bursae were the bursa montana (named after Gerhard de Monte, a student of Gorkum's) and the bursa corneliana (named after Cornelius Baldwini de Dordraco/of Dordrecht). The two Albertist bursae were the bursa laurentiana, which was begun by Heymericus de Campo in 1440 (named after Laurentius Berungen of Groningen) and the bursa kuckana (named after John of Kuck, who died in 1470). As is argued by Harm Goris and others, the Cologne bursae established a theological tradition within which students and masters conducted their work. Thus, it was common in the latter fĳifteenth century for commentaries to be written secundum processum bursae Montis or secundum 11 See Braakhuis, "School Philosophy," 3-14. 12 I will refer to the bursa founded by Henry Gorkum as the bursa montana, although it received this title at a somewhat later date. 13 See Goris, "Thomism in Fifteenth-Century Germany," 10. Goris refers to Rainer C.
Schwinges However, what is important for the present paper is not the development of the bursae per se, or the spread of the viae antiqui throughout Germany, but the institutional context in which Henry of Gorkum carried out his work. Within the Thomistic and Albertist bursae at Cologne, the masters developed signifĳicant pedagogical tools for instructing the members of their respective colleges. In the following section, I will briefly consider two other works by Henry of Gorkum which indicate that the texts in question were developed as teaching tools within the bursae.
2.2
Thomism and the Modus Expositionis Before analyzing Henry of Gorkum's Conclusiones in detail, it is necessary to consider not only the institutional context of his works but also similar treatises that can provide a hermeneutical key for understanding his abbreviation of the Lombard. Thus, the present section will consider briefly two of Henry's works-the Supplementum iiiae partis Summae theologiae S. Thomae Aquinatis and the Quaestiones in Summam Sancti Thomae-by analyzing their basic methodological structure as well as the question of what this structure indicates about Henry's approach to Thomas Aquinas. The point of departure for interpreting the method of Henry and the viae antiquae is still the work of Gerhard Ritter. Ritter, in his study of late fĳifteenth-century sources, argues that the via antiqua and the via moderna developed two distinct commentary traditions: the modus expositionis followed by the reales, and the modus quaestionum Henry's Supplementum is signifĳicant in the present context because it indicates his general approach to theology. As a follower of Thomas Aquinasand as the founder and master of a newly instituted bursa-it was important for him to present the Dominican's theology in its fullest and most developed form. That being said, because the Supplementum does not contain original commentary or argumentation by Henry, it is difffĳicult to compare it with his other, more expository works. In this sense the Supplementum is best understood as a pedagogical work developed for the use of students. But, beyond the pedagogical interest that this text demonstrates it would perhaps be more productive to consider Henry's commentary on the Summa theologiae.
Alongside the Supplementum Henry also wrote the Quaestiones in Summam Sancti Thomae. 21 The Quaestiones, which were probably conceived as a pedagogical tool to summarize Thomas's massive Summa within a lecture setting, treat all four parts of the Summa: the prima pars, the prima secundae, secunda secudae, and the tertia pars.22 The work systematically divides the four parts into quaestiones, each of which contains three propositiones and one or more corresponding corollaria. 23 The prima pars has 38 quaestiones ( This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV whose fĳindings were subsequently completed by Anton Weiler.29 Thus, for information regarding the manuscripts and early printings, the reader is directed to Weiler's work. The present section, therefore, will not present a full analysis of the manuscripts or printings, but instead will treat the content of the manuscripts and printings. That is, because Gorkum's work is often printed alongside the Lombard's Sentences (particularly in the early modern printings) the discussion here will consider how the Conclusiones circulated both in manuscript and in early printed form. Book i (184r-206r); Book ii (206r-226v); Book iii (226v-248r); Book iv (248v-274v); Table of questions (275r-279v).
The Manuscript Tradition
The work is preserved in a format that contains about 40-44 lines of text per page, written in a single column.
Throughout, Erlangen 508/1 assumes an explicit familiarity with the Lombard's Sentences, in that it divides the individual conclusions up based on the incipit of the Lombard's original distinction. Thus, the work does not present numbered distinctions but only a large capital occupying two lines of text followed by the standard underlined incipit. For example, for the prologue and fĳirst three distinctions of Book i the work is presented as follows:
33 The commentary on the Sentences by Iohannes Tinctoris has received little attention from modern scholars. The work is interesting for considering the content and structure of Sentences commentaries belonging to the early to mid-fĳifteenth century. The fĳirst book is treated in about 82 folios (fols. 1ra-82va) and Book ii in almost 100 folios (fols. 84ra-183vb). Henry of Gorkum's Conclusiones are most familiar to modern readers as part of an edition of Peter Lombard's Sentences. In that context-discussed in the following section-Gorkum's commentary functions as a tool for studying the Lombard himself. It is clear, however, that in the earliest manuscript tradition, and, as we will see, in the fĳirst incunabula, the Conclusiones were preserved independently of the Lombard's text itself.
3.2
The Incunabula and Early Printed Tradition The incunabula and early printed editions of the Conclusiones can be divided into two distinct groups: editions that publish the Conclusiones separately as an independent treatise, and those that publish them along with a copy of the Lombard's Sentences. Here I will briefly discuss these two types of printings and present a description of these works along with a few tentative conclusions regarding the possible intent of the editors and publishers.
One of the earliest editions of Henry's Conclusiones is that edited and printed by the Structurally, the edition presents a heading indicating the distinction (for instance, sequitur tertia distinctio), the incipit of the distinction of the Lombard (such as Apostolus namque ait from Book i, dist. 3), and Henry's commentary. This early printing, then, follows closely the structure of the work found in the manuscript tradition described above (that is, ms. Erlangen 508/1). The only editorial addition is the numbering of the distinctions to make it easier to locate one's place in the work. This minimalist edition of the Conclusiones which followed closely the manuscript tradition would however soon be replaced by a very diffferent type of work.
The publication of the Lombard's Sentences in the late fĳifteenth and early sixteenth centuries often included various tools that could assist in the study of theology. In the numerous printings of the Sentences, the editors and printers often included Henry's Conclusiones. The present discussion will briefly consider the 1498 edition of the Sentences published in Basel by Nicholas Keßler.35 The purpose here is to consider in some detail the content and structure of this work, so as to ascertain the use of Henry's Conclusiones in the late fĳifteenth and early sixteenth century.
Keßler This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV Conclusiones discussed above, Erlangen 508/1. Through this method the reader can immediately identify the distinction he is looking for. This is all well and good, but when a reader opens up Keßler's edition-or the modern critical edition by Ignatius Brady-there are other headings that are employed to demarcate the texts at the beginning of individual distinctions and throughout the distinctions. These other textual divisions are important both in the manuscript tradition and in Keßler's edition. The present discussion will focus on the Keßler edition because it is readily available through a reprint. Keßler's edition includes four distinct font sizes as well as marginal notes to indicate diffferent types of divisions in the text. The four font sizes (which I will refer to as 1-4, with 1 being the smallest) are as follows: font 1 records Henry's Conclusiones; font 2 records the text of Peter Lombard's Sentences; font 3 records textual divisions (not distinctions) marked between paragraphs, etc.; and font 4 records paragraph breaks within the Lombard's Sentences by presenting the incipit of the paragraph. Further, there are also thematic divisions indicated in the margins. Setting aside for a moment fonts 1, 2, and 4 as selfexplanatory, the status of font 3 and of the marginal notes is perhaps unclear to the reader. Interestingly, the modern reader can turn to Ignatius Brady's edition of the Sentences for some clarifĳication regarding these textual divisions and marginalia.
Turning to distinction 1 of the fĳirst book, one can note the fĳirst sentence of Brady's edition is in bold type: Omnis doctrina de rebus vel de signis. 40 However, when one consults the corresponding footnote Brady writes that this particular rubric is inauthentic to the manuscript tradition, being absent from all of the codices.41 Interestingly, this particular rubric is also omitted in the Keßler edition. That said, the subsequent rubrics of distinction 1 that Brady presents in a bold font are authentic to the manuscript tradition-and Keßler presents them in the third size of font described above. Thus, in distinction 1 of book i one fĳinds the following bold rubrics in Brady's modern edition: closer inspection, one also notices that certain rubrics are followed by an asterisk (*): those without an asterisk are found in the body of the text in the manuscripts, whereas those with an asterisk appear in the margins.43 In the Keßler edition, the rubrics that Brady prints without an asterisk are found in the body of the text, but are distinguished from the main text by being presented in a slightly larger font (namely, our font 3). Further, the Keßler edition also sets them offf by sequentially lettering these rubrics (a, b, c, d, etc., in font 3) . Finally, in accordance with the manuscript tradition, Keßler presents the marginal rubrics (those with an asterisk in Brady's text) in the margins of the text.
Both the 1480 edition published by the Brothers of the Common Life and that of Nicholas Keßler from 1498 present an edition of the Conclusiones that is consistent with the manuscript tradition. The 1480 edition, like ms. Erlangen 508/1, preserves only Gorkum's Conclusiones without a corresponding edition of the Lombard's Sentences. However, it seems that the edition completed by the Brothers is the only one to do so, as the subsequent editions preserve the Conclusiones alongside the Lombard's Sentences, together with other resources for studying the Lombard. This fact presents an initial argument for the interpretation that the Conclusiones were used in the late fĳifteenth century as a study aid to supplement the analysis of the Sentences. The following section on the content of the work will further support the claim that the work is fundamentally pedagogical in nature, not only with respect to its use in the late fĳifteenth century but even initially within the Cologne bursae.
4
The Conclusiones: Summarizing the Lombard's Sentences When understood within the broader historical context, Henry of Gorkum's Conclusiones are best understood as a pedagogical tool for studying the original text of the Lombard. The general trend of early fĳifteenth-century theology is helpfully summarized by Hoenen, who writes:
Questions about the nature of theology and of theological truths played a central role in fĳifteenth-century intellectual life and debates. In the years after the Great Schism (1378) the essence of academic theology changed signifĳicantly. Generally, theologians were no longer inclined to penetrate This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV the mysteries of faith with metaphysical and logico-semantical tools; rather, their intention was only to make the items of belief somehow comprehensible and to protect them against heretical understandings.44
If the intention of the majority of fĳifteenth-century authors was to articulate the comprehensibility of the Christian faith and to guard against heretical interpretations, Gorkum's writings are best understood within this broader development. Gorkum's abbreviations of Peter Lombard's Sentences and Thomas Aquinas's Summa theologiae are summaries that guard against heresy and guide the student towards a better understanding of the faith. Henry of Gorkum's Conclusiones provide succinct summaries of the various distinctions. It will be helpful to analyze the internal structure and content of Gorkum's work. The present discussion will fĳirst note a structural characteristic of many late fourteenth-and early fĳifteenth-century Sentences commentaries, and how Gorkum's work in consistent with this general trend. Secondly, I will focus briefly on the theological summaries of Peter Lombard's Sentences in the Conclusiones, considering whether or not Gorkum interprets the Lombard through an identifĳiably Thomistic lens.
4.1
The Tripartite Structure of Late Medieval Sentences Commentaries In keeping with the practice of Sentences commentaries in the fĳinal quarter of the fourteenth century, Henry of Gorkum organizes his Conclusiones according to a tripartite structure. Numerous examples of the threefold structure of late medieval Sentences commentaries can be found, and it is perhaps instructive to consider the commentaries of Pierre d' Ailly, Peter Gracilis, and Heymericus de Campo.45 This background will provide a context within which one can understand the structure of the Conclusiones. This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV commentaries of d' Ailly and Gracilis is the tripartite structure that informs the individual questions. The tripartite structure of the commentaries of Pierre d' Ailly and Peter Gracilis can be found in numerous Sentences commentaries of the late fourteenth and early fĳifteenth centuries. Signifĳicantly, it is also found in some of the abbreviated commentaries on the Sentences. In particular, one can note Heymericus de Campo's Quadripartitus questionum sillogistice supra quatuor libros Sententiarum recently edited by Maarten Hoenen.50 Heymericus (Heymerich van den Velde, † 1460), who was a student of the Parisian Albertist Jean de Maisonneuve, arrived in Cologne by invitation of Henry of Gorkum. 51 The Quadripartitus is of particular interest to the present discussion, as it contains a tripartite structure that is reminiscent of a structure found in Gorkum's Conclusiones.
Since Maarten Hoenen discusses the structure and content of the Quadripartitus, it is only necessary to summarize his fĳindings briefly here. Heymericus's Quadripartitus is a "fourfold" commentary on the Sentences in the sense that it treats all four books;52 the work divides each book into four questions (except the fourth book, which contains three),53 with each question being further divided into three syllogisms. Hence, at the level of the individual questions, the work takes on a tripartite structure. This tripartite structure and corresponding Trinitarian vocabulary, as Hoenen notes, is typical of Heymericus, who "used threefold formulas to express the fundamental trinitarian nature of reality."54 Interestingly, the Sentences commentary This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV by John Hulshout of Mechelen-a lectura secundum alium, following the Quadripartitus-retains the formal structure of Heymericus's commentary. 55 The commentary of Heymericus, and John of Hulshout following him, develops a structure that is consistent with the commentaries of Pierre d' Ailly and Peter Gracilis. It appears, then, that beginning in the mid-to late fourteenth century numerous commentators on the Sentences organized their commentaries (particularly the individual distinctions or questions) according to a tripartite structure. This is true for both larger traditional commentaries (such as the ones by Peter Gracilis and Pierre d' Ailly) and abbreviated commentaries (for example, the work by Heymericus of Campo). Further, while the present discussion is limited to Gracilis, d' Ailly, and Heymericus, there are numerous other examples that could be given. In the second half of the fourteenth century, the majority of authors organized the material of their commentaries in a threefold structure.
The tripartite structure of Henry of Gorkum's Conclusiones is perhaps best understood within the context of Heymericus of Campo's Quadripartitus. Hoenen is correct to direct our attention to the pedagogical function of this structure within the classroom. In particular, as he surmises, the syllogistic structure of Heymericus's work may well have served a pedagogical function within the classroom.56 This reading is consistent with that of Weiler, who emphasizes the pedagogical role of Gorkum's various abbreviated works within the classrooms of the bursa.
4.2
The Tripartite Structure of the Conclusiones Peter Lombard's Sentences present a particular problem for the scholar seeking to summarize the work: it is somewhat unclear what it would mean, strictly speaking, to summarize a list of authoritative statements or quotations organized into a specifĳic theological order. In short, the Lombard's work constitutes a genre that is difffĳicult to summarize because it consists of a large number of mation on the format of the Quadripartitus can be derived from the Cologne 'quaestiones vacantiales,' which exhibit a similar arrangement. 'Quaestiones vacantiales' were weekly disputes, held on Fridays during the summer vacations, at the Faculty of Theology. Many of these disputations were preserved as student notes in the manuscripts Eichstätt, Universitätsbibliothek, st 688 (George Schwartz), and Frankfurt, Stadtbibliothek, 1690 (Servatius Fankel). Each question of the 'quaestiones vacantiales' is tripartite and is answered in three syllogisms." For a brief edition of George Schwartz's quaestiones, see This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV citations from previous authors and precious little direct theological argumentation on behalf of the Lombard himself.57 To address this problem, Henry of Gorkum developed a systematic approach to the material, imposing a standard structure and method on each of the Lombard's distinctions, organizing the material as systematically as the content allows.
The Conclusiones present one summary for each distinction of all four books (that is, 48 distinctions in Book i; 44 distinctions in Book ii; 40 distinctions in Book iii; 50 distinctions in Book iv). Gorkum's summaries are about 600 to 900 words in length and follow a strict structure, employing the same phrases in almost every summary. The summaries begin with an introductory statement that provides the distinction number and a one-or two-sentence summary. Thus, the introduction states which distinction is being summarized (for example, for dist. 10: ista est distinctio decima) and the topic under consideration (dist. 7: in qua magister ostenso qualiter . . . or dist. 10: in qua magister postquam egit . . . ). The phrases used in the fĳirst sentence are consistent throughout the work (ostenso/postquam egit) so that the reader immediately begins to recognize the patterns established. Following the introductory sentences, Gorkum always repeats the same phrase with diffferent levels of abbreviation-for instance, et circa hoc tria facit, or, in a more abbreviated form, et tria facit. Following this phrase, Gorkum presents three propositionsalthough he does not use that term-which summarize the distinction of the Lombard. Here, for the purpose of explication, it is helpful to consider a particular distinction. In distinction 10 of Book i, Gorkum writes: circa hoc tria facit. This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV Since the propositiones speciales61 are the heart of Gorkum's analysis, it is worth considering how he approaches each of these propositions. First I will consider in general how Gorkum analyzes the individual propositions, and secondly I will consider a specifĳic case (namely, the fĳirst of the propositiones speciales listed above). Unlike the propositiones generales, which are listed without comment, the propositiones speciales are explicated and defended (following the Lombard) in a short discussion of about 150 to 250 words. Generally speaking, Gorkum begins with a theological explication of the proposition. Following this, he presents a counterargument (usually a counterargument raised by Peter Lombard himself ) before considering the Lombard's response to the objection in question. In general, Gorkum will follow the Lombard's argumentation quite closely as he elaborates on the central theological claim with a series of arguments and counterarguments. Further, it is in response to the propositiones speciales that Gorkum often refers to specifĳic authoritative passages that support the Lombard's argument. The authoritative passages, which are almost always taken from the Sentences themselves, are generally paraphrases or short quotations from Augustine, other Church Fathers, or Scripture. Following the Lombard, Gorkum commonly refers to Augustine of Hippo, Gregory the Great, or John Damascene to support a proposition or a theological conclusion defended by the Lombard. The authoritative passages rarely stand alone, but are part of a complex syllogistic argument that supports the general position. Finally, speaking generally about Gorkum's explication of the propositiones speciales, it is important to note that, while he often devotes equal space to the three propositiones in question, it is not uncommon for him to focus narrowly on the fĳirst and/or second proposition, defending the third only briefly.62 Given this general overview, I will now consider by way of illustration Gorkum's exposition of the fĳirst propositio specialis noted above.
The fĳirst aspect of Gorkum's analysis that requires unpacking is his distinction between the propositiones generales and the propositiones speciales. In 61 I am applying the terms propositiones generales and propositiones speciales to the basic distinction employed by Gorkum. This language is my own. Henry Gorkum lists two sets of propositions, giving the fĳirst three propositions and then referring to them as the Lombard's three points in general. Subsequently, he lists the second list of propositions and refers to them as the Lombard's particular or special sense. For sake of simplicity, I will refer to the two lists of propositions as propositiones generales and propositiones speciales. While this language is mine, the structure is clearly found in each of Gorkum's conclusiones. The Conclusiones are therefore a highly structured abbreviation of the Sentences. The structure, I think, is imposed on the work so that the student of the Lombard can easily navigate the work and master the material of each distinction. Weiler and Hoenen, as noted above, have correctly emphasized the pedagogical value of these types of commentaries. For the student, it is incredibly convenient to have both a structural (in the propositiones generales) and a theological (in the propositiones speciales) breakdown of each one of the Lombard's distinctions. In short, the student could rely on the fact that each distinction has a threefold structure that corresponds to three distinct theological claims. This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV Thomae Aquinatis or Gorkum's Conclusiones. John Capreolus is introduced to the present discussion at this point because he exemplifĳies a specifĳically Thomistic approach to the question at hand in the fĳirst four decades of the fĳifteenth century. John Capreolus studied theology at Paris in the early fĳifteenth century and become a master in theology in 1411. 67 After completing his studies in Paris, he taught theology at the Dominican house in Toulouse and fĳinally Rodez. Capreolus's massive Defensiones were completed in 1442 and present a defense of the theology of Thomas Aquinas following the order of doctrine established in Peter Lombard's Sentences. In a certain respect, one can note, the Defensiones are a commentary on the Lombard secundum Thomam that defends Aquinas against his fourteenth-century critics.
In distinction 11 on the procession of the Holy Spirit a Filio, Capreolus explicates and defends Thomas's argument that the Holy Spirit is distinct from the Son because there is an opposed relation of origin between the two persons: the Son's relation to the Holy Spirit is active spiration, whereas the Holy Spirit's relation to the Son is passive spiration.68 Following his articulation of Thomas's conclusiones, Capreolus presents several objectiones by Peter Aureoli and Gregory of Rimini before offfering his solutiones by means of a rebuttal of the arguments of Peter Aureoli, John Duns Scotus (who was not discussed in the objections), and Gregory of Rimini.69 In distinction 26 Capreolus returns to the discussion of opposed relations, again defending at length Thomas's understanding of the distinction of persons.70 The point, for the present argument, is that in the third and fourth decades of the fĳifteenth century Capreolus vigorously defended Thomas's account of opposed relations against the critiques of the fourteenth-century theologians such as John Duns Scotus, Peter Aureoli, and Gregory of Rimini. Thus, despite the fact that the discussion of opposed and disparate relations was not hotly debated in the second half This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV of the fourteenth century or the beginning of the fĳifteenth century, Capreolus still defended Thomas's account against the critiques of the early fourteenthcentury theologians.
In considering Gorkum's discussion of the divine relations in his Conclusiones, our question now is whether or not Gorkum's Thomistic approach to Christian theology influenced his summary of Peter Lombard in an identifĳiable way, or whether he attempted to present a theologically neutral interpretation of the Lombard for use by students who possibly supported a variety of theological positions.
In Conclusiones, Book i, dist. 11, Henry summarizes the Lombard's analysis of the procession of the Holy Spirit from the Father and Son. Following his established pattern, he presents three general and three special propositions. The general propositions are as follows:
This is a digital offfprint for restricted use only | © 2015 Koninklijke Brill NV proposition considers the Greek argumentation and motive for denying that the Holy Spirit proceeds a Filio. Finally, the third proposition returns to the similarities between the Greeks and Latins, maintaining that the Greeks concede that the Holy Spirit is the Spirit of the Son, such that the Greeks disagree with the Latins only verbally. For the present argument, it is simply necessary to note that throughout distinctions 11, 12, and 26 of the fĳirst Book of the Conclusiones Gorkum does not engage in the heated debate regarding disparate or opposed relations.73
This is one example-of the many that could be given-where Henry of Gorkum chooses to ignore or sideline a theological issue that was central to fĳifteenth-century Thomistic theology. As a reading of John Capreolus demonstrates, the issue of the procession of the Holy Spirit was still being debated by theologians around the time when Henry composed his Conclusiones. My tentative thesis, therefore, is that Gorkum's Conclusiones do not engage in the numerous philosophical and theological debates that divided the competing schools or viae of the Wegestreit. Gorkum's abbreviation of the Lombard's Sentences is a more general work, and one that attempted to summarize the Lombard's work itself.
5

Conclusion: The Conclusiones as a Pedagogical Tool
Henry of Gorkum's Conclusiones did not leave an indelible imprint on the development of late medieval and early modern thought. The influence of the Conclusiones is much more subtle. When Martin Luther lectured on the Sentences at the University of Erfurt between 1509 and 1511, the textbook for the class was the Basel edition of the Sentences published by Nicholas Keßler in 1489. This edition, discussed above, included the Conclusiones by Henry of Gorkum. Yet when one studies Luther's marginal notations, there is no explicit discussion of Henry of Gorkum's abbreviations.74 Thus, Luther does not mention Gorkum by name and does not seem
